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This paper explores the similarity of the streamwise velocity fluctuations in a channel. In the analysis, we employ
a one-dimensional scalar variant of the proper orthogonal decomposition (POD). This approach naturally motivates
the introduction of two different levels of similarity which we will refer to as strong and weak similarity. Strong
similarity requires that the two-point correlation, and thus, all POD modes, show Reynolds number similarity, while
weak similarity only requires that the first few POD modes show similarity. As POD concerns information at more than
one location, these similarities are more general than various similarities found in the literature concerning single-point
flow statistics. We examine flows at Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200. Strong similarity is observed in the viscous layer
and the wake region, and weak similarity is found in both the viscous wall region and the outer part of the logarithmic
layer. The presence of weak similarity suggests the existence of an extension to the law of the wall (LoW). We propose
such an extension based on the results from the one-dimensional POD analysis. The usefulness of the LoW extension
is then assessed by comparing flow reconstructions according to the conventional equilibrium LoW and the extended
LoW. We show that the extended LoW provides accurate flow reconstructions in the wall layer, capturing fine-scale
motions that are entirely missed by the equilibrium LoW.

I. INTRODUCTION

The mean velocity profile in an incompressible equilibrium boundary layer is described by the law of the wall (LoW). With
uτ =

√
τw/ρ denoting the mean friction velocity, where τw is the mean wall-shear stress and ρ is the density of the fluid, the

LoW states that the wall-unit-scaled mean velocity U+ =U/uτ is universal in the logarithmic layer. Specifically, U+ is linearly
proportional to the logarithm of the wall-unit-scaled distance from the wall, i.e., U+ = ln(y+)/k+B, where y+ = (uτ/ν)y, ν

is the kinematic viscosity, k is the von Kármán constant, and B in another constant.1,2 The LoW is supported by high Reynolds
numbers laboratory experiments, i.e., for Reτ ⪆ 10.000, where Reτ = uτ δ/ν is the friction Reynolds number.3,4 Here, δ is the
half-channel height, pipe radius, or momentum thickness depending on whether channel flows, pipe flows, or boundary layers
are considered, respectively. At lower Reynolds numbers, results from direct numerical simulations (DNS) show that the mean
velocity profile does not strictly follow the LoW, but that the LoW nonetheless remains a good approximation.5–7 The LoW has
therefore long served as an anchor point for turbulence modeling.8–10

An important application of the LoW is in the context of large-eddy simulation (LES) wall modeling.11,12 In equilibrium wall
models, the LoW is usually invoked for both of the wall-parallel velocities.13,14 However, in this work, we choose to focus on
the streamwise velocity component as it is generally more important than its spanwise counterpart. The approximation of the
streamwise velocity in equilibrium wall models can be written generically as

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+) , (1)

where x denotes a given location in the flow, t is the time, and c is a local coefficient. We will refer to x, y, and z as the streamwise,
wall-normal, and spanwise coordinates, respectively. Further, note that we take LoW to be nondimensional such that the friction
velocity uτ has been absorbed into the coefficient c. While many have obtained acceptable results for mean velocity profiles
using equilibrium wall models in the context of LES,15–17 the practice of imposing the LoW locally and instantaneously has
received much criticism. Several authors have argued that while the mean flow follows the LoW in a 2D turbulent channel, the
velocity fluctuations do not.18–20 Similarly, in flows with non-equilibrium effects, the mean flow will no longer follow the LoW.
This suggests that the LoW must be augmented to account for flow unsteadiness and other non-equilibrium effects.12

The idea of extending the LoW for the purpose of wall modeling in LES has been pursued by a number of authors.19,20

These authors analyzed the streamwise Reynolds-averaged momentum equation and argued that a linear term y+ should be the
leading-order extension to the LoW. Specifically, they proposed the following approximation

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+)+a(x,z, t)y+ , (2)
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where c and a are both coefficients. There, (2) was interpreted as a first-order truncation of the Taylor expansion of the velocity
profile in the vicinity of the LoW

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+)+∑
j

a j(x,z, t)(y+) j . (3)

Including more terms on the right-hand side naturally provides a more accurate approximation. However, more information
is also required to determine the coefficients in front of these terms. In the context of LES wall modeling, this could be
accomplished, e.g., by using a matching condition with the LES alongside physics-based constraints or by increasing the number
of matching conditions.19,21 Nonetheless, from the perspective of computational efficiency and code usage, it is preferred to have
as few terms as possible in the expansion. Therefore, the question is if (2), or similar variants using generic basis functions,
is a good starting point for velocity reconstruction. In this regard, we argue that it is unlikely that a few polynomials or other
mathematical basis functions can efficiently capture turbulent motions. Thus, we ask if a set of basis functions can be determined,
most importantly, a set of universal basis functions, that can optimally capture the flow in the wall layer.

The above discussion strongly motivates the application of modal analysis,22 which could allow for the extraction of a more
physical and efficient extension to the LoW. Applying modal analysis, we may write the streamwise velocity as a linear super-
position of the LoW and a series of modes

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+)+∑
j

a jϕ j , (4)

where ϕ j are the modes and a j are the modal coefficients. Note that the temporal and spatial dependence of ϕ j and c j are left out
deliberately at this stage. In this work, we will consider proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) analysis.23,24 In most cases,
when applying POD to a 3D scalar field, e.g., the streamwise velocity component, the expansion in (4) is written as

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+)+
n

∑
j=1

a j(t)ϕ j(x) , (5)

where n is the number of POD modes included in the expansion.
Although modal analysis is well developed, it has not yet had an impact on predictive modeling in LES wall modeling. We

believe that this is largely because of the following three major obstacles. First, most modal analyses are performed in 2D or
3D space; 2D or 3D modes will inevitably be strongly geometry-specific, and thus, cannot be universal over a range of different
flows. Second, structures with an increasingly large streamwise extend are known to appear in the log-layer as the Reynolds
number increases25,26; 2D or 3D modes are therefore unlikely to show Reynolds number similarity in a given geometry. Third,
2D or 3D modes are non-local in the wall-parallel directions; this greatly complicates the coupling between the resulting wall
model and the LES solver. The third obstacle can be overcome by rewriting (4) to mimic (3) as follows

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+)+
n

∑
j=1

a j(x,z, t)ϕ j(y+) , (6)

such that the modal decomposition is limited to be along the wall-normal direction. Here, ϕ j are one-dimensional POD modes
and a j are coefficients depending on both space and time. Since the modes in (6) are local, applying this approach for wall
modeling is equally straightforward as applying (3), which solves the third obstacle. Further, regarding the second obstacle, the
appearance of turbulent structures with an increasingly large streamwise extent that grows with the Reynolds numbers should
now correspond to a change of the coefficients in (6) instead of a change in the modes themselves. However, even though one-
dimensional modes are inherently less Reynolds number dependent and geometry-specific than 2D or 3D modes, they are still
not guaranteed to show Reynolds number similarity or to be universal between different flows. The topic of the present work
is to address the second obstacle, i.e., to investigate the existence of an extension of the LoW, based on one-dimensional POD
modes in the form of (6), which shows Reynolds number similarity in turbulent channel flows. The possibility of overcoming
the first obstacle, which would require POD modes that are universal over a range of different flows, will be considered in future
works.

To that end, we will define two levels of similarity: strong similarity and weak similarity. The existence of strong similarity
requires that the two-point correlation itself shows Reynolds number similarity, which would imply that the modes ϕ j show
similarity with respect to the Reynolds number for all j. The existence of weak similarity would, on the other hand, imply that
the modes ϕ j only show similarity for j = 1,2, . . . ,N for some finite N. As (6) is an expansion of the velocity profile around the
LoW, the modes ϕ j can be interpreted as extensions of the LoW. An extension which shows Reynolds number similarity would
minimally require that it holds for one mode, ϕ1, which corresponds to the existence of weak similarity for N = 1.

In anticipation of the discussion in the next sections, we note that we are not the first to study the similarity of POD modes in
wall-bounded turbulent flows. For pipes, self-similarity of the wall-normal part of two-dimensional POD modes (wall-normal
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and azimuthal directions) has been observed.27 Specifically, these authors observed that the wall-normal part of the POD modes
could be collapsed across different azimuthal wavenumbers using a scaling of the wall-normal coordinate based on the peak
position of the POD modes. We note that this differs from weak similarity as defined in this work which focuses on the similarity
of POD modes across different Reynolds numbers rather than the self-similarity of different POD modes at the same Reynolds
number. For channels, weak similarity of the one-dimensional streamwise POD modes along the wall-normal direction in the
wake region of a turbulent channel has previously been reported.28 Similarly, weak similarity of two-dimensional POD modes
over different types of rough walls in the outer part of the flow has also been observed.29 Finally, some authors have tried to
derive analytical expressions for the one-dimensional POD modes of the streamwise velocity over the full wall-normal extend
of a turbulent channel.30,31 However, contrary to the current study, these authors tried to capture the change in the POD modes
with Reynolds number rather than looking for modes which show Reynolds number similarity.

The remaining parts of this work are organized as follows. In §II, we present details of the one-dimensional POD analysis and
elaborate on the concepts of strong and weak similarity. In §III, we present the results regarding the existence of strong and weak
similarity. An extension of the LoW is then proposed based on the observed weak similarity and used for flow reconstruction to
test its descriptive power. Finally, in §IV, we present some concluding remarks.

II. METHODOLOGY

We give an overview of POD and discuss its one-dimensional scalar variant in §II A. We then define two levels of Reynolds
number similarity in §II B. We will make a connection between these two levels of similarity and the similarity of the modes ϕ j
in (6). Finally, the details of the DNS channel flow datasets used in this work are summarized in §II C.

A. POD

The POD was originally introduced within the fluid mechanics and turbulence communities by Lumley.32,33 Since then,
POD has become a widely used tool for identifying coherent structures in fluid flows,22,23,34 as well as a central component of
dynamical system models of fluid systems.24,35–37 Recently, several authors have reviewed the details of POD to foster a greater
level of clarity regarding the different variants of the method.38,39 In the majority of existing literature, POD is performed in
three-dimensional space using a vector variant that covers all three components of the fluctuating velocity. This makes sense from
both the coherent structure and dynamical system modeling perspectives for the following reasons. In turbulent flows, coherent
structures are inherently three-dimensional quantities and involve specific relations between the different velocity components,
making the three-dimensional vector variant of POD the obvious choice. In fact, it has been argued that coherent structures are
inherently (3,1)-dimensional (3 spatial and 1 time), and thus, a space-time vector variant of POD should provide structures that
more closely mimic those found in real fluid flows.39 For dynamical system modeling, POD is typically used to provide a linear
subspace onto which the Navier-Stokes equations can be projected using the Galerkin method.24 In this case, the 3-dimensional
vector variant of POD delivers the most compact dynamical system model in terms of the number of degrees of freedom, while
a scalar variant would result in a more complex dynamical system model with a higher number of degrees of freedom.40

In this work, we resort to a one-dimensional scalar variant of POD for the following reasons. Firstly, the purpose of this work
is not to identify coherent structures or construct dynamical system models; we instead aim to investigate the existence of an
extension of the LoW. This justifies the choice of a 1D variant of POD as discussed in §I above. Secondly, since we focus on the
streamwise velocity component in this work, it makes sense to employ a scalar variant of POD.

We present the details of the one-dimensional scalar POD analysis here. Consider a real-valued zero-mean one-dimensional
scalar stochastic process {q(y,Reτ)} where y is the only independent variable and the friction Reynolds number Reτ = uτ δ/ν ,
with δ the channel half-width, represents the only parameter dependence. Note that the Reynolds number dependence is sup-
pressed in the presentation below for notational clarity. Such a stochastic process can be defined by sampling realizations of
the streamwise velocity fluctuations u′(y) along the wall-parallel directions x and z as well as in time t. We also define an inner
product

( f ,g)Ω =
∫

Ω

f gdy , (7)

where Ω is the wall-normal interval under consideration and both f and g are real-valued functions. Finally, we define an
averaging operation ⟨ · ⟩ where the averaging is performed over x, z, and t.

POD can now be regarded as an optimization problem where the goal is to find the deterministic modes ϕ(y) which maximize
the normalized ensemble-averaged norm-squared projection

λ =
⟨|(q(y),ϕ(y))

Ω
|2⟩

(ϕ,ϕ)Ω

. (8)
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Rewriting this problem using the calculus of variations leads to the following Fredholm eigenvalue problem
∫

Ω

C(y,y′)ϕ(y′)dy′ = λϕ(y) , (9)

where the two-point correlation for the stochastic process is given by

C(y,y′) = ⟨q(y)q(y′)⟩ . (10)

We observe that (9) has a countably infinite set of solutions consisting of orthogonal POD modes ϕ j and corresponding POD
eigenvalues λ j. This allows for an expansion of the random variable q(y) as

q(y) =
∞

∑
j=1

a jϕ j(y) , (11)

where the stochastic coefficients are calculated as a j = (q,ϕ j)Ω. This expansion is optimal in terms of capturing the turbulent
kinetic energy of the velocity component being considered and the contribution from each mode ϕ j to the total turbulent kinetic
energy contained in this component is given by the POD eigenvalues λ j. Further, we can also expand the two-point correlation
tensor C(y,y′) similar to the random variable

C(y,y′) =
∞

∑
j=1

λ jϕ j(y)ϕ j(y′) . (12)

Note that for the subsequent analysis in §III, we consider the two-point correlation of the streamwise velocity fluctuations which
we will denote as Cu. The remaining wall-normal and spanwise velocity components are considered in Appendix A and their
two-point correlations will be denoted as Cv and Cw, respectively.

In practice, when only a discrete version of the two-point correlation is known, the POD analysis is performed by a numerical
solution of the Fredholm eigenvalue problem in (9). Details of the numerical solution are not discussed here for brevity, but they
are included in Appendix B for completeness.

B. Degrees of similarity in POD

We distinguish between two degrees of Reynolds number similarity in the POD analysis. The first, which we will refer to as
strong similarity, requires that the Reynolds number dependence of the two-point correlation factors out completely

C(y,y′,Reτ) = g(Reτ)C̃(y,y′) . (13)

In this case, the Reynolds number dependence of the two-point correlation is contained entirely within the multiplicative factor
g(Reτ). Therefore, all the POD modes will be show similarity with respect to the Reynolds number and all of the POD eigenval-
ues will have the same Reynolds number dependence. This will imply that all the modes ϕ j in (6) show similarity. However, we
note that even if the strong similarity in (13) is not fully satisfied, some degree of similarity may still be expected. Specifically,
the second degree of similarity which we consider is that of the leading POD modes

ϕ j(y,Reτ) = ϕ̃ j(y) , j = 1,2, . . . ,N , (14)

for some finite number N, which will imply that only the first few modes ϕ j in (6) show similarity. We will refer to this as
weak similarity. In this case, we also get POD modes which show similarity, but the Reynolds number dependence of the POD
eigenvalues is allowed to vary from mode to mode. We argue that weak similarity is more relevant than strong similarity as any
practical turbulence modeling must necessarily involve quite severe truncations, and thus, it is only the leading POD modes that
actually matter.

We emphasize that universality and similarity of statistics in wall-bounded turbulent flows have been studied for a long time by
many different authors. This includes universality of the logarithmic law of the wall, similarity of the wake region, similarity of
the variance of the streamwise velocity fluctuations, universality of the small scale motions, and so on.4,41–48 It should therefore
be acknowledged that the results on strong and weak similarities presented in this work do not represent a fundamentally new
discovery as they are likely manifestations of the same underlying flow similarities observed in these previous works. Still, we
note that similarity of one-point statistics does not necessarily guarantee similarity of two-point statistics as well. For example,
the attached eddy hypothesis has implications on both one- and two-point statistics (among others), but the two-point statistics
follow the predictions due to the attached eddy hypothesis less closely than one-point statistics.45,49 Therefore, as previously
observed similarities primarily concern one-point statistics, the observed strong and weak similarities presented in this work
demonstrate that the underlying flow similarities extend to at least some two-point statistics as well, and thus, are more general
than previously observed. Further, as highlighted by the proposed extension of the LoW in §IIIC, weak universality, in particular,
is more relevant for wall modeling in LES than the well-known similarities of one-point statistics.



5

Reynolds Number: Domain:
L∗

x ,L
∗
y ,L

∗
z

Grid:
Nx,Ny,Nz

Resolution:
∆x+,∆y+w ,∆z+

# Snapshots:

Reτ = 180: 4π,2,2π 192,130,180 11.8,0.01,6.3 6
Reτ = 540: 4π,2,2π 576,244,540 11.8,0.01,6.3 6
Reτ = 1000: 8π,2,3π 2048,512,1536 12.3,0.02,6.1 6
Reτ = 5200: 8π,2,3π 10240,1536,7680 12.7,0.07,6.4 6

TABLE I. Details about the DNS simulation data used in the POD analysis. Here the asterisk and plus superscripts indicate normalization by
the channel half-width δ and the viscous length scale ν/uτ , respectively. Further, the w subscript refers to the value at the wall.

C. DNS datasets

We make use of plane channel flow DNS for the subsequent analysis. The data are at four different friction Reynolds numbers
Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200. The data for the two lower Reynolds number cases, Reτ = 180 and 540, are generated using a
DNS code which has been well validated.50 The data for the two higher Reynolds numbers, Reτ = 1000 and 5200, are obtained
from the Johns Hopkins Turbulence Databases (JHTDB).6,51 We use a total of 6 snapshots from each of the channel flow cases
for the POD analysis. These snapshots are sampled evenly in time over a full flow-through period. Additional information about
the data used in the POD analysis is given in Table I.

To ensure that this database is sufficient for the purposes of this work, we have investigated the convergence of the two-
point correlation for the streamwise velocity fluctuations. As POD consists of an eigenvalue decomposition of the two-point
correlation as discussed in §II A above, convergence of the two-point correlation will also ensure convergence of the POD modes
and eigenvalues. For all Reynolds numbers, we have calculated a series of two-point correlations using an increasing number of
snapshots (from 1 to 6) which are ordered chronologically in time. The percentage error between neighboring members of this
series, e.g., two-point correlations calculated using 3 and 4 snapshots, is then determined by a normalized standard deviation.
The error was found to be less than 1% between the two-point correlations calculated using 5 and 6 snapshots. To further assess
the convergence, we have calculated an additional series of two-point correlations using 12 snapshots which were also sampled
evenly over a full flow-through period (11 for the Reτ = 5200 case which is the total number available at the JHTDB). Here, the
error was found to already drop below 1% when comparing the two-point correlations calculated from 6 and 7 snapshots for all
Reynolds numbers. This indicates convergence in roughly a half flow-through period, and thus, justifies the choice of using data
covering a full flow-through period for the POD analysis. Finally, we also compared the error between two-point correlations
calculated using 6 and 12 snapshots (6 and 11 for the Reτ = 5200 case), both sampled evenly in time over a full flow-through
period. The error for this case was found to be around or less than 2% for all Reynolds numbers. This demonstrates that the
current database is sufficient for the POD analysis and that the results presented below would only show minor changes upon
additional convergence.

III. RESULTS

We study the presence or the absence of strong and weak similarity of the streamwise velocity fluctuations in §III A and §III B,
respectively. A similar analysis for the spanwise and wall-normal components is included in Appendix A for completeness.
Again, as long as weak similarity exists, one can expect an extension of the LoW. Upon demonstrating weak similarity, an
extension of the LoW is proposed and assessed in §III C. Finally, we also provide an interpretation of the LoW extension in
§III D.

A. Strong similarity

Using the outer scaling y∗ = y/δ , figure 1 shows the two-point correlation of the streamwise velocity fluctuation Cu(y∗1,y
∗
2)

as a function of y∗1 and y∗2 for channels at Reτ = 180, 1000, and 5200. The case Reτ = 540 is excluded here and in the subse-
quent contour plots for brevity as this two-point correlation is very similar to the Reτ = 1000 case. We normalize the data via
max[Cu(y∗1,y

∗
2)] such that the correlation will stay within -1 and 1. Note that the plots are symmetric with respect to the line

y∗1 = y∗2 due to the commutative law of multiplication. For any given y∗1 or y∗2, the two-point correlation Cu attains its maximum
at y∗1 = y∗2. A peak emerges in the two-point correlation close to the wall and moves towards the wall as the Reynolds number
increases. This peak corresponds to the peak in urms and is known to be located at y+i ≈ 15.52 Consequently, y∗i ≈ 15/Reτ

decreases as the Reynolds number increases. This movement of the peak prevents strong similarity over the entire half-width of
the channel 0 ≤ y∗1,y

∗
2 ≤ 1. However, it does not preclude strong similarity in the viscous wall region or wake region separately.
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FIG. 1. The normalized two-point correlation of the streamwise velocity fluctuations, Cu, over the entire half-width of the channel. (a), (b),
and (c) are for Reτ equal to 180, 1000, and 5200, respectively; y∗ = y/δ . The dashed lines are y∗1,y

∗
2 = 0.3. The gray lines in (c) show the

contours from (b) for comparison.
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FIG. 2. The normalized two-point correlation of the streamwise velocity fluctuations, Cu, in the viscous wall region, i.e., for 0 ≤ y+1 ,y
+
2 ≤ 40.

(a), (b), and (c) are for Reτ equal to 180, 1000, and 5200, respectively; y+ = (uτ/ν)y. The dashed lines are y+1 ,y
+
2 = 15. The gray lines in (b)

and (c) show the contours from (a) and (b), respectively, for comparison.

We first focus on the wake region in the interval 0.3 ≤ y∗ ≤ 1. By overlaying the two-point correlation at Reτ = 1000 onto
that at Reτ = 5200, as done in Figure 1 (c), we see a good agreement between the two. This result suggests strong similarity
in the wake region over the Reynolds number range Reτ = 1000 to 5200. Next, we investigate strong similarity in the viscous
wall region. Here, we define the viscous wall region to be the layer within which 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40, where y+ = (uτ/ν)y is the
wall-unit-scaled distance from the wall, for the investigated Reynolds numbers.52 This definition encompasses both the viscous
sublayer and the buffer layer but falls a bit short of the logarithmic layer, i.e., 3

√
Reτ .4 An advantage of choosing this specific

interval is that it makes the results presented here inter-comparable with and complementary to previous well-known works.34,35

Figure 2 shows Cu as a function of y+1 and y+2 within 0 ≤ y+1 ,y
+
2 ≤ 40 for flows at Reτ = 180, 1000, and 5200. We see that there

is strong similarity in the viscous layer, i.e., over the interval 0 ≤ y+1 ,y
+
2 ≤ 15, across the three Reynolds numbers, but no strong

similarity can be found further away from the wall. The lack of strong similarity outside the viscous layer is expected. In fact, if
we were to plot urms without any applied scaling as a function of the wall-normal coordinate, y+, the profiles would not collapse
in either the viscous layer or outside the viscous layer. Here, by re-scaling the two-point correlation per its maximum, there is at
least strong similarity in the viscous layer.

B. Weak similarity

We investigate weak similarity in the viscous wall region and the outer part of the logarithmic layer.
Figure 3 (a-c) shows the first three POD modes of the streamwise velocity fluctuations for 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40 at Reτ = 180, 540,

1000, and 5200. The four Reynolds numbers give rise to four lines in each plot. The modes satisfy the no-slip condition at
the wall as expected.24 The high-rank modes are more oscillatory than the low-rank modes as observed in other works.30,31,34

Importantly, weak similarity is observed for the streamwise velocity fluctuations. That is, the POD modes are Reynolds number
independent. By definition, the first POD mode contains the most energy. Therefore, ϕ1,u would be expected to reflect the
near-wall peak in urms at y+ ≈ 15, as the peak carries the majority of the turbulent kinetic energy in the viscous wall region. This
expectation is confirmed in figure 3 (a) where we see that ϕ1,u has a mild peak at y+ ≈ 15 as well.

Before presenting the results in the logarithmic layer, we comment on our rationale for limiting ourselves to the first three
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FIG. 3. The first three one-dimensional POD modes for the streamwise velocity fluctuations in the viscous wall region, i.e., for 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40.
The dashed line is at 0. The plots are given with arbitrary units on the ordinate.
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FIG. 4. The POD eigenvalues for the streamwise velocity fluctuations within the viscous wall region, i.e., for 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40.

modes. Figure 4 shows the POD eigenvalue spectra. Figure 4 (a) shows the eigenvalue spectra of the first five modes for the
streamwise velocity fluctuations. We see that the first three POD eigenvalues carry the majority of the total energy at all Reynolds
numbers. In fact, for each of the four Reynolds numbers considered here, the energy in the first three POD modes is 97% or
higher. In addition, the fraction of the energy in each mode remains approximately the same at all Reynolds numbers. The most
noticeable exception to this is the eigenvalues of the first mode. Per figure 4 (a), the energy in the first mode increases slightly as
the Reynolds number increases. Figure 4 (b) shows the eigenvalue spectra of the first twenty modes. We observe that the POD
eigenvalues decay at an approximately exponential rate. Further, as no clear deviations from this trend seem to emerge with
increasing Reynolds numbers, we expect the picture to remain similar at higher Reynolds numbers.

Next, we investigate weak similarity in the outer part of the logarithmic layer. The logarithmic layer is often defined as
spanning somewhere between y+ ≈ 3

√
Reτ and y∗ = O(0.1).4 The definition involves both the inner length scale and the outer

length scale, which poses challenges to POD analysis and the subsequent comparative study across different Reynolds numbers.
Here, we will consider the outer part of the logarithmic layer, namely, 0.1 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.3, which involves only the outer length scale.
The lower limit y∗ = 0.1 corresponds to y+ = 54, 100, and 520 at Reτ =540, 1000, and 5200, which is not too different from the
lower limit given by 3

√
Reτ at 90, 126, and 288. Further, we chose to exclude the flow at Reτ = 180 from consideration when

making conclusions on weak similarity since it is at a low Reynolds number and there is not a convincing logarithmic layer.
Nonetheless, we will still include the POD modes from this case for comparison purposes.

Figure 5 shows the first three POD modes for the streamwise velocity fluctuations at the four Reynolds numbers. Again,
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FIG. 5. The first three one-dimensional POD modes for the streamwise velocity fluctuations in the outer part of log-layer, i.e., for 0.1 ≤ y∗ ≤
0.3. The dashed line is at 0. The plots are given with arbitrary units on the ordinate.
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FIG. 6. The POD eigenvalues for the streamwise velocity fluctuations in the outer part of log-layer, i.e., for 0.1 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.3.

we only show the first three modes because they contain the majority of the total energy. We observe the following. Firstly,
aside from the Reτ = 180 modes, there is clear weak similarity. Secondly, the first streamwise mode is approximately constant.
Since the POD modes represent deviations from the mean, this result suggests that the deviation from the LoW in the log-layer
region is different from both the LoW itself as assumed in the equilibrium wall model (1) and the linear profile as assumed in
(2). Figure 6 shows the POD eigenvalue spectra for the streamwise velocity fluctuations in the outer part of the logarithmic
layer. Focusing on figure 6 (a), we see that the fraction of the total energy contained within the first few modes shows a slight
change over the range of Reynolds numbers considered. Specifically, the energy contained within the first three modes is found
to be 97%, 95%, 93%, and 90% for the Reynolds numbers Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200, respectively. This is in contrast to
the results from the viscous wall region discussed above where the fraction of energy carried by the first three modes does not
decrease with the Reynolds number. In figure 6 (b), we see that the POD spectrum shows a large amount of spread between the
different Reynolds numbers for the higher eigenvalues. Specifically, the higher-order modes carry more energy as the Reynolds
number is increased. Still, even for the highest Reynolds number, the total energy remains dominated by the contributions from
the first few modes.

C. An extension of the law of the wall

The presence of weak similarity indicates the existence of an extension of the LoW. This suggests that the equilibrium wall
model

u(x, t)≈ c(x,z, t)LoW(y+) , (15)

where c is a local coefficient, can be extended by the inclusion of an additional term which shows Reynolds number similarity.
Here, LoW(y+) is the nondimensional law of the wall. Specifically, LoW(y+) is taken to be the law of the wall function
proposed by Reichardt53 which has been recalibrated to match the mean velocity profile from a Reτ = 5200 channel. The
analytical expression and recalibrated parameters are given in Appendix C. Thus, we seek a nondimensional term g which show
similarity such that

u(x, t)≈ c1(x,z, t)LoW(y+)+ c2(x,z, t)g(y+) , (16)

where c1 and c2 are both local coefficients.
The exact form of g is not readily available because the results on weak similarity in §III B are confined to either the viscous

wall region or the log-layer region, and because they are at finite Reynolds numbers. To obtain g, we therefore repeat the
one-dimensional POD analysis over intervals 0 ≤ y∗ ≤ ymax for several ymax. This exercise will give us insights into possible
forms of g. Thanks to weak similarity, limiting the analysis to one Reynolds number is warranted. Furthermore, since near-wall
turbulence modeling in LES is intended for flows at high Reynolds numbers, studying a high Reynolds number flow is preferred
to a low Reynolds number flow. Therefore, we perform this new analysis for the Reτ = 5200 case. The results of this new
one-dimensional POD analysis are shown in figure 7 (a) in the form of the first POD mode for each interval considered. We
observe that the modes satisfy the no-slip condition. They attain a plateau at y+ ≈ 10, peak further away from the wall, and
decrease towards the end of the observation window at ymax. The behavior of the POD modes near ymax is likely an end effect
(similar to the effect of limiting the size of the observation window for a periodic signal). Considering that the first POD mode
in the outer part of the logarithmic layer is approximately constant (see figure 5), a possible mode g is shown in figure 7 (b),
where the normalization is such that dg/dy+ = 1 at the wall. We note that the g mode here is similar to another mode identified
in previous wall modeling efforts.54 There, the authors were also searching for a non-equilibrium extension of the equilibrium
wall model. They arrived at such an extension by considering the response of the flow to a suddenly imposed pressure gradient,
which features a constant away from the wall and a smooth transition from that constant region to the no-slip wall. We also
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FIG. 7. (a) The first streamwise POD mode for Reτ = 5200 over three wall-normal intervals that start at the wall and end at y∗ = 0.1, 0.2, and
0.3. Part (b) shows the g mode. The two dashed lines correspond to g = y+ and g = 9.7.
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(e, f) Reconstruction according to (16). (a, c, e) at y+ = 15, (b, d, f) at y∗ = 0.1.

provide an analytical expression for the mode g(y+) in Appendix C using a similar functional form as the LoW(y+) function of
Reichardt.53

We now make use of the extended LoW model in (16) for instantaneous flow reconstructions of the streamwise velocity
fluctuations. Since the mode g in (16) is obtained from POD analysis of the Reτ = 5200 data, the exercise will focus on flow at
another Reynolds number, here, Reτ = 1000. We note that similar results (not shown) were obtained for both the lower Reynolds
number cases Reτ = 180 and 540, and for the 5200 case. The reconstructions are for the flow between the wall and y∗ = 0.1,
which is the region where wall models are typically applied in LES. We also include reconstructions from the equilibrium wall
model in (15) for comparison purposes. Creating these reconstructions requires the calculation of coefficients in both (15) and
(16). The details of these calculations are provided in Appendix D.

We compare the reconstructions according to (15) and (16) with the DNS data at Reτ = 1000. This will serve as a test of
the usefulness of the obtained extension of the LoW. Figure 8 shows the DNS velocity and the reconstructions according to the
equilibrium LoW in (15) and the extended LoW in (16) at y+ = 15 and y∗ = 0.1. Comparing figures 8 (b, d, f), we see that both
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FIG. 9. Premultiplied energy spectra of the streamwise velocity fluctuations along the streamwise kxΦ
+
u′u′(y

+,λ+
x ) and spanwise

kzΦ
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z ) directions in wall-unit-scaling. (a, b, c) The streamwise spectra from DNS, the equilibrium LoW in (15), and the extended

LoW in (16), respectively. (d, e, f) Same as (a, b, c) but for the spanwise spectra. Both the streamwise and spanwise spectra are normalized by
the peak value from the DNS spectra.

the equilibrium LoW and the extended LoW give reasonably good reconstructions of the flow field in the log-layer. Specifically,
we observe that the correlation coefficient between the DNS data and the reconstructions from the equilibrium LoW and the
extended LoW (calculated using a full snapshot) are 0.75 and 0.84, respectively. However, comparing figures 8 (a, c, e), we see
that the reconstruction according to the extended LoW provides a much closer agreement with the DNS data than that according
to the equilibrium LoW in the near-wall region. In fact, it is surprising that a reconstruction based on two modes provides
almost identical results as the DNS. Specifically, the reconstruction according to the equilibrium LoW in (15) misses a lot of the
small-scale structures that are captured by the extended LoW in (16). We note that the correlation coefficient between the DNS
data and the reconstructions from (15) and (16) are 0.62 and 0.91, respectively (again calculated using a full snapshot).

Figure 9 shows the premultiplied energy spectra of the streamwise velocity fluctuations along the streamwise kxΦ
+
u′u′(y

+,λ+
x )

and spanwise kzΦ
+
u′u′(y

+,λ+
z ) directions in wall-unit-scaling. Figures 9 (a, b, c) show the streamwise spectra from DNS, the

equilibrium LoW in (15), and the extended LoW in (16), respectively, while figures 9 (d, e, f) show the same but for the spanwise
spectra. Both the streamwise and spanwise spectra are calculated using data from 96 snapshots which are evenly spaced over
a full flow-through period and both have been normalized by the peak value from the DNS spectra. From the streamwise and
spanwise spectra in figure 9, we observe that the near-wall peaks are entirely missed by the equilibrium LoW in (15), as expected,
while the extended LoW in (16) capture the peaks quite accurately, especially given that (16) involves only two modes. These
results further confirm our previous observations in figure 8; the reconstruction according to (16) provides a significantly closer
agreement with the DNS than that of in (15).

D. An interpretation of the proposed extension

Having confirmed that the identified extension of the law of the wall in (16) has strong descriptive power, we now move on
to provide further analysis and interpretation of the model’s behavior. We first document the behaviors of c1 and c2, i.e., the
two coefficients in the extended LoW (16), and c, i.e., the coefficient in the equilibrium LoW (15), for comparison. Figure 10
shows c′1 = c1 −⟨c1⟩, c2, and c′ = c−⟨c⟩ at an arbitrary time instant. Here, ⟨c1⟩= ⟨c⟩= uτ and ⟨c2⟩= 0 in a channel flow. We
see footprints of streaks in all three plots. However, the c′ contours lack small scales and look more smeared than the c′1 and c2
contours. Next, figure 11 shows scatter plots of c′1/uτ and c2/uτ at the four Reynolds numbers Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200.
We observe that, in channel flow, c′1 and c2 are negatively correlated. We also note that the rms values of both c′1 and c2 decrease
with increasing Reynolds number. While this might seem somewhat counter-intuitive, it can be explained by the fact that the
coefficients are calculated from integrals covering an interval that has a constant length in outer units. We would, e.g., observe
a similar decrease with increasing Reynolds number if the streamwise turbulent kinetic energy was integrated over the interval
0 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.1. Further, the negative correlation between c′1 and c2 gives the following relation

c2 ≈ d(Reτ)c′1 , (17)
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FIG. 11. Scatter plots of c′1/uτ and c2/uτ from (16) at (a) Reτ = 180, (b) 540, (c) 1000, and (d) 5200. The red dashed lines show the fit
according to (17).

where d(Reτ) < 0 is a Reynolds-number-dependent constant. Our results show that d equals -1.15, -1.40, -1.52, and -1.80 at
Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200, respectively. Considering that ⟨u⟩= uτ LoW(y+) in channel flow, (16) and (17) implies that

u(x, t)≈ uτ LoW(y+)−a(x,z, t)[LoW(y+)+d(Reτ)g(y+)], (18)

where a(x,z, t) =−c′1(x,z, t) and the minus is introduced for convenience in the following. Comparing (16) and (18), we notice
that there are two degrees of freedom in (16) whereas there is only one degree of freedom in (18) (assuming that d(Reτ) is
known), like in (15). This motivates the definition of the following function ψ(y+,Reτ) = −[LoW(y+)+ d(Reτ)g(y+)] such
that we get u(x, t) ≈ uτ LoW(y+)+ a(x,z, t)ψ(y+,Reτ). Figures 12 (a, b) show ψ at the four different Reynolds numbers. We
observe that the ψ mode bears a striking resemblance with the velocity fluctuations due to the wall-attached eddies identified
in previous work by other authors55; it peaks at y+ ≈ 12 and follows a logarithmic scaling beyond. This resemblance provides
further confidence in the extended LoW in (16).

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This paper discusses the similarity of the streamwise velocity fluctuations in turbulent channel flows. The discussion hinges
upon a one-dimensional POD analysis and the concept of strong and weak similarities. Given a wall-normal observational
window, strong similarity requires that the two-point correlation show Reynolds number similarity which means that all of the
POD modes show similarity as well. Here, a strong similarity is found for the streamwise velocity fluctuations in the wake region
(0.3 ≤ y∗ ≤ 1) over the Reynolds number range Reτ = 1000 to 5200 and in the viscous layer (0 ≤ y+ ≤ 15) for the Reynolds
number range Reτ = 180 to 5200. Weak similarity, on the other hand, requires that the first or the first few POD modes are show
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FIG. 12. (a) The mode ψ scaled by max(ψ) as a function of y∗ for the Reynolds numbers Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200. (b) The mode ψ

scaled by max(ψ) as a function of y+ for the same Reynolds numbers.

Reynolds number similarity. Such weak similarity is found for the streamwise velocity fluctuations within both the viscous wall
region (0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40) and the outer part of the logarithmic layer (0.1 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.3).

The existence of the weak similarity suggests the existence of an extension of the LoW (which contains both the viscous
layer and the logarithmic layer), and such an extension is proposed based on our one-dimensional POD analysis. We apply
the extended LoW and reconstruct the near-wall flow field over 0 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.1. Compared to the reconstruction according to the
equilibrium LoW in (15), the reconstruction according to the extended LoW in (16) provides a strikingly close agreement with
the DNS data. This is observed from both instantaneous reconstructions of the flow field as well as from premultiplied energy
spectra.

Last, we note that this paper is limited to channel flow. Therefore, future work will extend the current analysis to include
pipe and boundary layer flows as well to investigate if the extended LoW would perform equally well for these cases. Another
important point is that channel flow is, on average, at equilibrium. This motivates further investigation of the application of
the extended LoW to non-equilibrium flows to evaluate its performance in this context. In previous work,21 we have already
applied the extended LoW for LES wall modeling, and the model showed superior performance compared with the equilibrium
LoW for highly non-equilibrium flows in simple geometries. Future efforts will therefore be focused on more complicated cases
involving complex geometries. Finally, considering the accurate reconstruction of the wall layer provided by the extended LoW,
future investigations will also explore wall-modeled LES of particle-laden flows, for which capturing near-wall intermittency is
a critical factor.
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Appendix A: Similarity of the remaining velocity components

1. Strong similarity

We repeat the exercise in §III A concerning strong similarity for the spanwise and the wall-normal components. The results
over the full half-width of the channel are shown in figure 13. The following observations can be made. Firstly, both Cw and
Cv attain their maximum close to the wall, like Cu. However, the wall-normal ranges within which Cw and Cv take large values
are much more extended than that in Cu, with Cv staying large over an even more extended wall-normal distance range than Cw.
Secondly, negative correlations are found in Cw along y1 ≈ 0.23y2 and y1 ≈ 4.3y2. Comparing figures 13 (b, c), we see that
these areas of negative correlations do not reduce in size with increasing Reynolds number, suggesting that the flow structures
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FIG. 13. The normalized two-point correlation of the spanwise (a, b, c) and wall-normal (d, e, f) velocity fluctuations, Cw and Cv, over the
entire half-width of the channel. (a, d), (b, e), and (c, f) are for Reτ equal to 180, 1000, and 5200, respectively; y∗ = y/δ . The dashed lines are
y∗1,y

∗
2 = 0.3. The gray lines in (c) and (f) show the contours from (b) and (e), respectively, for comparison.

responsible for these negative correlations scale with the outer length scale. Thirdly, as the results at Reτ = 1000 and 5200
collapses in the wake region, there is strong similarity for both the spanwise and wall-normal velocity fluctuations in the wake
region over the Reynolds number range Reτ = 1000 to 5200. This is consistent with outer layer similarities in both wrms and
vrms.6,45

Repeating the exercise above, we show the spanwise and the wall-normal two-point correlations Cw and Cv for 0≤ y+1 ,y
+
2 ≤ 40

in figure 14. We observe the following. Firstly, from figure 14 (b, c), we see that strong similarity for the spanwise component
is not observed over the full viscous wall region (0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40), but that it is observed in the viscous layer (0 ≤ y+ ≤ 15). This
is similar to the streamwise component. Secondly, the regions of negative correlation in figure 14 (a) seem to match well with a
previously identified dominant coherent motion in a turbulent channel.34 This coherent motion consists of a streamwise vortex
pair centered at around y+ = 30, which gives rise to an anti-correlated spanwise velocity below and above y+ = 30. Thirdly,
strong similarity is present in the viscous layer for the wall-normal component, but not over the full viscous wall region, as can
be seen from figure 14 (e, f).

2. Weak similarity

We investigate weak similarity in the near-wall region and the outer part of the log-layer.
Figures 15 (a-f) show the first three POD modes (columns) of the spanwise and wall-normal velocity fluctuations (rows) for

0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40 at Reτ = 180, 540, 1000, and 5200. We observe weak similarity for both the spanwise and wall-normal cases. The
only noticeable deviation from this weak similarity is the spanwise POD modes at Reτ = 180, which is probably a low Reynolds
number effect. It is also intriguing that the POD modes of different velocities have similar characteristics (see figure 3 for the
streamwise case). Similar to the streamwise case in figure 3, the first spanwise and wall-normal POD modes show a signature
of the peak in the corresponding rms profiles. Specifically, the spanwise and wall-normal velocity rms’ attain their maximum
further away from the wall than for the streamwise case, and the mild peaks in ϕ1,w and ϕ1,v are correspondingly further away
from the wall.

Next, we investigate weak similarity in the outer part of the log-layer which we take as 0.1 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.3 as discussed in §III B.
Figure 16 shows the first three POD modes for the spanwise and wall-normal velocity fluctuations at the four Reynolds numbers.
Firstly, there is clear weak similarity for both the spanwise and wall-normal cases, aside from the Reτ = 180 modes. Secondly,
the modes are again similar between the different velocity components (see figure 3 for the streamwise case).
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FIG. 14. The normalized two-point correlation of the spanwise (a, b, c) and wall-normal (d, e, f) velocity fluctuations, Cw and Cv, in the viscous
wall region, i.e., for 0 ≤ y+1 ,y

+
2 ≤ 40. (a, d), (b, e), and (c, f) are for Reτ equal to 180, 1000, and 5200, respectively; y+ = (uτ/ν)y. The dashed

lines are y+1 ,y
+
2 = 15. The gray lines in (b) and (c) show the contours from (a) and (b), respectively, while the gray lines in (e) and (f) show

the contours from (d) and (e), respectively, for comparison.
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wall region, i.e., for 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 40. The dashed line is at 0. The plots are given with arbitrary units on the ordinate.

Appendix B: Numerical solution of the POD eigenvalue problem

We consider the one-dimensional scalar variant of the POD eigenvalue problem which is restated here for convenience
∫

Ω

C(y,y′)ϕ(y′)dy′ = λϕ(y) . (B1)

A discretization of this problem onto the grid points y j for j = 1, . . . ,N can be performed as follows. First, we approximate the
integral using a quadrature rule

∫

Ω

f (y)dy =
N

∑
k=1

ωk f (yk) , (B2)
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FIG. 16. Same as figure 15 but for 0.1 ≤ y∗ ≤ 0.3.

where ωk are the weights for the particular quadrature method considered. Following previous work from other authors,34 we use
the trapezoid rule for this discretization which is justified because two-point correlations, being statistical objects, are naturally
quite smooth. Thus, for each grid point y j, we get

N

∑
k=1

ωkC(y j,yk)ϕ(yk) = λϕ(y j) , j = 1, . . . ,N . (B3)

Putting this into matrix form results in a discrete eigenvalue problem

CDφ= λφ , (B4)

where we have introduced the two matrices

C =




C(y1,y1) · · · C(y1,yN)
...

. . .
...

C(yN ,y1) · · · C(yN ,yN)


 , D =




ω1
. . .

ωN


 . (B5)

For uniform grids, the matrix CD will be symmetric and the POD eigenvalue problem can be solved directly. However,
for non-uniform grids, additional steps are required.34,56 In this case, the matrix CD is no longer symmetric (meaning that
real eigenvalues are not guaranteed), and thus, a rescaling of the problem must be performed. This rescaling can be done by
multiplying the eigenvalue problem with D1/2 from the left, while we also move a factor D1/2 from CD over to the mode φ.
This gives the rescaled eigenvalue problem

CDφD = λφD , (B6)

where we have introduced the notation

CD =D1/2CD1/2 , φD =D1/2φ . (B7)

Thus, one solves this eigenvalue problem to obtain the eigenvalues λ and modes φD, after which the value of the POD modes at
the grid points can be computed as

φ=D−1/2φD . (B8)

Appendix C: Analytical expressions for the extended LoW modes

Here, we provide analytical expressions for the LoW(y+) and g(y+) modes in (15) and (16). For the LoW mode, there are
several options.53,57 We choose to consider the following expression from Reichardt53 given by

LoW(y+) =
1
κ

ln(1+κy+)+A1

[
1− exp

(
−y+

A2

)
−
(

y+

A2

)
exp

(
−A3y+

)]
, (C1)
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FIG. 17. (a) Comparison of the LoW mode from DNS at Reτ = 5200 and from (C1). (b) Comparison of the g mode from POD at Reτ = 5200
and from (C2).

where κ = 0.41 is the von Kármán constant. We have recalibrated the constants A1, A2, and A3 by fitting the above expression to
the mean velocity profile over the interval 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 1000 in a Reτ = 5200 channel.6 The resulting values are A1 = 7.4, A2 = 9.5,
and A3 = 0.29. Figure 17 (a) shows a comparison of the LoW mode from DNS at Reτ = 5200 with that from (C1). For the g
mode, we have found an analytical expression by fitting a functional form that is similar to the second part of (C1) to the mode
in figure 7, also over the interval 0 ≤ y+ ≤ 1000. The resulting expression is

g(y+) = B1

[
1− exp

(
−y+

B2

)
−
(

y+

B3

)
exp

(
−B4y+

)]
. (C2)

The values of the constants are B1 = 9.8, B2 = 3.6, B3 = 5.7, and B4 = 0.27. Figure 17 (b) shows a comparison of the g mode
from POD at Reτ = 5200, shown in figure 7 (b), with that from (C2).

Appendix D: Calculation of coefficients used in reconstructions

To create the reconstructions of the streamwise velocity according to (15) and (16), we need to calculate the coefficients c1,
c2, and c. Thus, we consider a scalar variable u(x,y,z, t) and expand it as follows

u(x,y,z, t) =
N

∑
j=1

c j(x,z, t)ϕ j(y) , (D1)

where c j are coefficients and ϕ j are modes. For non-orthogonal modes ϕ j, such as the LoW(y+) and g(y+), projection of (D1)
onto the modes ϕ j leads to a system of linear equations for the coefficients

N

∑
j=1

c j(x,z, t)(ϕ j,ϕk)Ω = (ϕ j,ϕk)Ω , k = 1,2, . . . ,N , (D2)

where (· , ·)Ω is the inner product defined in (7). The coefficients can then be determined by solving this linear system of
equations. We note that in practice, where only discrete variables are available, all of the integrals above (appearing in the form
of inner products) need to be solved numerically. In this work, we do this using the trapezoid rule to have consistency with the
discretization of the POD eigenvalue problem, see Appendix B.
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